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Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



09/986,458 



KONDO ET AL. 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Jacob Y Choi 



2875 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Jacob Y Choi . 



(3) KerrvS. Culpepper . 



(2) Sandra O'Shea . 



Date of Interview: 14 April 2003 . 

Type: a)(E! Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: newly admended claim 1 & 6 and newly added claim 12 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Toda et al. (USPN 6,305,823) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached, h)^ N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 
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PTO-413(Rev. 11-02) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 7. 



inf^fl 



SunHary of Record of Interview Requirements 



apX«0" whemer or no. an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



Iny aTege^ o Wise stipola^ion. or understanding in relation to which there ,s ^sagreement or doubt. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office canno, be based exclusive* on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the subs tance of '^^ q substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

theexamin^S^^ 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks^ D^cuss on s re ^ 0 9 yv Examining Procedure, or pointing 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provide i form ^^1^^^ recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable scnpt in Office actions or the hke ^ d J^7^^, e Summary Record is required, 
substance of an interview is completely recorded ,n an Examiners nand porti ^ 0 f the file, and listed on the 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., piacea in i e g £ t) g , tne 

"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal .nterview. a duplicate o the Fo™ s g^en to the app ica ^ dence address 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone , o. ."^"^^ an allowance or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

.. Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) nor<:nnnpl Pt , > 

- Name of participant^) (applicant, attorney or agent, exam.ner. other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed descriDtion of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

- r hS^^^ S: A9reement as t0 allowabi,ily is tentative and does 

_ * is not an — to a signed offlce action) 

„ is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or ^^^^^^£,5: SESSEw. 
unless both applicant and examiner agree that the examiner will e co rd ame^ Where he e»^ag«s ^ ^ ^ ^ Qf ^ 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview shouW include at least the following applicable items: 
V) A ^description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted. 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

? rn EES °o! Se pSRose^dments of a substantive nature discussed, uniess these are already described on the 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, ^minpr 

describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuas.ve to the exam.ner.) 

?) S ^ described in lhe ,nten,iew Summary F0rm ""^ bV 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefuliy review the applicant's record of the substan* , oj J. i interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the «amTner wi.l g'ive the app.icant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



SSTSXgttte substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initiate. 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-413) 





Application No. 09/986,458 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: drawing objections & 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph rejections 
such as, not showing every feature of the invention and omitting structural cooperative relationship of elements, the 
vehicle information detection means, control angle calculation means, light axis control angle was discussed. It is still 
unclear (the specification does not clearly support the claim language) or applicant is failed to clearly disclose what a 
control angle calculation means are and how this means are structurally connected to other elements in the claim. 
Amended claim include terms "predetermined axis" & "predetermined value" and isWunclear. (Applicant's 
representative stated that cited prior art failed to disclose initial detection a failure of a headlight system before the 
driving of the headlight begins J 
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